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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 10/12/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding independent claims 1,10 and 1 1 . Applicant states on page 6, 
paragraph 3 lines 7-14, "Thus, Gibson does not disclose nor suggest positioning and 
sizing the translation window and the web page window so that "the translation window 
and the web page window fit on one screen without over lapping." The second way is to 
generate a separate parent browser window for each frame (column 9, lines 37-40). 
However, Gibson does not discuss the positioning of these separate parent browsers, 
much less the claimed logic for positioning and sizing the translation window and the 
web page window so that "the translation window and the web page window fit on one 
screen without overlapping." 

However, upon closer inspection of Gibson, (C. 9. lines 35-40), it is stated, "the 
invention can alternatively be implemented to generate separate parent browsers for 
each frame..." The present invention explicitly teaches opening a web page window 
containing a secondary web page wherein both windows are positioned and sized so 
that the windows fit on one screen without overlapping, the procedure for this is 
thoroughly taught in C.S.Iine 14-C.9.line 20 as it relates to separate parent browsers, 
C. 9. lines 35-40, the procedure (C.S.Iine 14-C.9.line 20) is claimed by Gibson to use the 
methodology as taught by therein by Gibson, which is interpreted as the logic therewith, 
as having the parent browsers tiled, accounting for positioning and sizing, without 
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overlapping on one screen. Word Reference teaches having a translation window that is 
created by a program associated with a primary web page and is opened in conjunction 
with a web page window (Word Reference drawing. WordReference.com-web page),an 
input field for a user to provide information in a first language (WordReference drawing, 
web page),a translator that is linked to a translation dictionary database, 
(WordReference drawing-information is translated on-line/Internet, from a first language 
into a second language which inherently requires a link to a database/dictionary), and 
an output field comprising information in a second language corresponding to a 
translation of the information in the first language (WordReference drawing, web page- 
"luchar"). Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one 
ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Word Reference with Gibson by having a 
translation window as a first parent browser which is tiled, therefore non-overlapping, to 
a web page window as a secondary parent window, thereby fitting on one screen 
without overlapping. The motivation for doing so would have been to have two web 
pages concurrently displayed for manipulation and managing (Gibson C.S.Iines 10-12), 
thereby allowing one to view that translation web page along side a desired secondary 
web page, without having the view of either page obstructed by either opposite page. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 1,2-4, 6, 8-13, 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Word Reference (Oct. 13, 1999) in view of (Gibson US Patent No, 
6,313,854 filed Oct. 16. 1998). 

Word Reference and Gibson are analogous art in that they both involve the use 
of web pages . 

As per claim 1 , Word Reference discloses a system for language translation 
comprising: 

a translation window that is created by a program associated with a primary web 
page and is opened in conjunction with a web page window (Word Reference drawing, 
WordReference.com-web page): 

an input field for a user to provide information in a first language (Word Reference 
drawing, web page); 

a translator that is linked to a translation dictionary database (Word Reference 
drawing-information is translated on-line/Internet, from a first language into a second 
language which inherently requires a link to a database/dictionary); and 

an output field comprising information in a second language corresponding to a 
translation of the information in the first language (Word Reference drawing, web page- 
"luchar^'). 

Word Reference does not disclose; 

opening a web page window containing a secondary web page wherein the 
translation window and the web page window are positioned and sized so that the 
translation window and the web page window fit on one screen without overlapping. 
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However, Gibson teaches opening a web page window containing a secondary 
web page wherein both windows are positioned and sized so that the windows fit on 
one screen without overlapping (Fig. 7 items 112c, 112a, C. 8. lines 50, 51 -"tiled", C. 
9. lines 35-38, C.8.line 6-C.9.line 20). Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine WordReference with 
Gibson by by having a translation window as a first parent browser which is tiled, 
therefore non-overlapping, to a web page window, thereby fitting on one screen without 
overlapping. The motivation for doing so would have been to have two web pages 
concurrently displayed for manipulation and managing (Gibson C.5. lines 10-12), thereby 
allowing one to view that translation web page along side a desired secondary web 
page, without having the view of either page obstructed by either opposite page. 

As per claim 2, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 , upon which claim 2 depends. Word Reference further discloses: 

the translation window comprises the input field and the output field 
(WordReference drawing-"English to Spanish" input field, and "luchar** output field). 

As per claim 3, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 , upon which claim 3 depends. Word Reference further discloses: 

the translation window comprises a translation direction field (WordReference 
drawing-"English to Spanish" field). 

As per claim 4, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 , upon which claim 4 depends. Word Reference further discloses: 
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the input field accepts as information a word or a phrase in the first language 
(Word Reference drawing-Tigure out"). 

As per claim 6, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 , upon which claim 6 depends. Word Reference further discloses: 

the input field accepts as information a single word at a time in the first language 
(Word Reference drawing-allows pasting a word into the input field). 

As per claim 8, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 , upon which claim 8 depends. Word Reference further discloses: 

the input field accepts information via an input format from a group of input 
formats comprising typed input, drag-and-drop input, and right-click mouse input 
(Word Reference drawing-accepts typed, drag-and-drop, and right-click mouse input). 

As per claim 9, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 , upon which claim 9 depends. Word Reference does not disclose: 

the secondary web page is replaced by a tertiary web page in the web page 
window while the translation window remains open, and wherein the web page window 
containing the tertiary web page and the translation window fit on a screen without 
overlapping. 

However, Gibson teaches having the secondary web page is replaced by a 
tertiary web page in the web page window while the translation window remains open, 
and wherein the web page window containing the tertiary web page and the translation 
window fit on a screen without overlapping (C.9. lines 10-19, 36-38-either parent 
browser may be manipulated into a tertiary web page window while remaining tiled. 
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Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily 
skilled in the art to combine WordReference with Gibson. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to have two web pages concurrently displayed for manipulation, one 
of the web pages loading a tertiary web page, and managing (Gibson C. 5. lines 10-12), 
thereby allowing one to view that translation web page along side a desired secondary 
web page, without having the view of either page obstructed by either opposite page. 

As per claim 10, Word Reference discloses a system for language translation on 
the Internet comprising: 

a translation window that is created by a program associated with a primary web 
page and is opened in conjunction with a web page window ('WordReference" drawing, 
web page): 

an input field for a user to provide information in a first language (WordReference 
drawing, web page); 

a translator that is linked to a translation dictionary database (WordReference 
drawing-information is translated on-line/Internet, from a first language into a second 
language which inherently requires a link to a database/dictionary); and 

an output field comprising information in a second language corresponding to a 
translation of the information in the first language (WordReference drawing, web page- 
"luchar^'). 

Word Reference does not disclose: 
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opening a web page window containing a secondary web page wherein the 
translation window and the web page window are positioned and sized so that the 
translation window and the web page window fit on one screen without overlapping. 

However, Gibson teaches opening a web page window containing a secondary 
web page wherein both windows are positioned and sized so that the windows fit on 
one screen without overlapping (Fig. 7 items 11 2c, 112a, C. 8. lines 50, 51 -"tiled", C. 
9. lines 35-38, C. 8. line 6-C.9.line 20). Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine WordReference with 
Gibson. The motivation for doing so would have been to have two web pages 
concurrently displayed for manipulation and managing (Gibson C.5. lines 10-12), thereby 
allowing one to view that translation web page along side a desired secondary web 
page, without having the view of either page obstructed by either opposite page. 

As per claim 11, Word Reference discloses a method for language translation 
comprising: 

providing a translation window that is generated by a program associated with a 
primary web page (WordReference.com drawing, web page); 

receiving input information in a first language (Word Reference drawing, below 
"English to Spanish" field); 

translating the input information from the first language to information in a second 
language (WordReference drawing, "fight" translated into "luchar"); and 

outputting the information in the second language (WordReference drawing, 
"luchar'O. 
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Word Reference does not disclose: 

opening the translation window in conjunction with a web page window; 

adjusting the size and position of the translation window so that the translation 
window and the web page window fit on one user-viewable screen. 

However, Gibson teaches opening a window in conjunction with a web page 
window (C.9.lines 36-38) and adjusting the size and position of the window so that the 
window and the web page window fit on one user-viewable screen (Fig. 7 items 1 12c 
and 112a, C.S.Iines 50-55, C.S.Iine 6-C.9.line 20). Therefore, at the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine 
WordReference with Gibson. The motivation for doing so would have been to have two 
web pages concurrently displayed for manipulation, as in adjusting the size and position 
of a window, and managing (Gibson C. 5. lines 10-12), thereby allowing one to view that 
translation web page along side a desired secondary web page, without having the view 
of either page obstructed by either opposite page. 

As per claim 12, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 1 , upon which claim 12 depends. Word Reference further discloses: 

receiving the input information from the first language and outputting the 
information in the second language are performed via the translation window 
(WordReference drawing). 

As per claim 13, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 1 , upon which claim 13 depends. Word Reference further discloses: 
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providing a translation direction field (WordReference drawing, "English to 
Spanish"). 

As per claim 15, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 1 , upon which claim 15 depends. Word Reference further discloses: 

accepting input information from a group of input formats comprising typed input, 
drag-and-drop input, and right-click mouse input (WordReference drawing, accepts 
typed, drag-and-drop input and right click mouse input). 

As per claim 16, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 1 , upon which claim 16 depends. Word Reference does not disclose: 

maintaining the web page window with any web page hosted on the Internet. 

However, Gibson teaches maintaining the web page window with any web page 
hosted on the Internet (C. /.lines 25-27, C.9. lines 10-20, 36-38). Therefore, at the time 
of the invention, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to 
combine WordReference with Gibson. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
have a web page concurrently displayed for manipulation in conjunction with any web 
page on the Internet, thereby allowing one to view that translation web page along side 
a desired secondary web page. 

As per claim 17, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1 1 , upon which claim 17 depends. Word Reference further discloses: 

executing the program associated with the primary web page to translate input 
information (WordReference drawing-accepts information from any web page hosted on 
the Internet. 
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4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Word 
Reference in view of Gibson, and further in view of Park et al. (US Patent number 
6.064,951 filed January 12. 1998). 

Word Reference, Gibson and Park et al. are analogous art because they are in 
the computer information display field. 

As per claim 5. Word Reference and Gibson disclose all the limitations of claim 
1 , upon which claim 5 depends. 

Word Reference in view of Gibson does not disclose: 

the input field accepts as information one to five words at a time. 
However, Park et al. discloses the input field accepts as information one to five words at 
a time (Fig. 7 Col.7. lines 15, 16). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person 
ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Word Reference and Gibson with Park et al. The 
motivation for combining the method of input of information to the translation window is 
to have accurate and easier methods of data input. 

5. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Word Reference in view of Gibson, and further in view of 'Welcome to the new R- 
0-Matic Italian/English Dictionary." (May 13, 1998). 

Word Reference, Gibson and R-O-Matic Italian/English Dictionary are analogous 
art because they are in the computer information display field. 

As per claim 7, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 1, upon which claim 7 depends. 

Word Reference in view of Gibson does not disclose: 
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the translator accepts a search modifier from a group of search modifiers 
comprising exact match, contains, and starts with. 

However, "Welcome to the new R-O-Matic Italian/English Dictionary" 
demonstrates the choice of a search modifier from a group of search modifiers 
comprising of "exact match," "contains," and "starts with." Therefore it would have been 
obvious to a person ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Word Reference and Gibson 
with ^Welcome to the new R-O-Matic Italian/English Dictionary." The motivation for 
using the search modifier is to broaden the chance of finding the desired translation. 

As per claim 14, Word Reference and Gibson disclose all of the limitations of 
claim 11, upon which claim 14 depends. 

Word Reference in view of Gibson does not disclose: 

accepting a search modifier from a group of search modifiers comprising an 
exact match, contains, and starts with. 

However, "Welcome to the new R-O-Matic Italian/English Dictionary" 
demonstrates the choice of a search modifier from a group of search modifiers 
comprising of "exact match," "contains," and "starts with." Therefore it would have been 
obvious to a person ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Word Reference and Gibson 
with "Welcome to the new R-O-Matic Italian/English Dictionary." The motivation for 
using the search modifier is to broaden the chance of finding the desired translation. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fronn the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, . then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lamont M Spooner whose telephone number is 
703/305-8661 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 703/305-9645. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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